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Geologic Units

Qs: Argyle Sand.
Qm: "Mud flow" unit.

Qom: Older mud flow deposits with strongly developed paleosols.

Qoa: Older Alluvium.

Symbols

éoring Log. Black dots show
actual picks made during
visual inspection of the cores.
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Location of interpreted
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Bottom of deposit
based on average picks
from the borings.
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CPT Log. Blue line is Cone
Resistance (qc in tsf). Green
line is Sleeve Friction (fs in tsf).
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+—based on average picks

from the borings.

Bottom of Qm deposit

from the borings.
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InterprEtat|on A: Most conservative interpretation; covers area of concern identified in sections

interpreted by CGS geologists. This portion of Section M-M’ is shadowed to the west by Section N-N". The first
possible fault on the right (north) is overlain by unbroken layers within the Mud Flow unit, making this possible
fault not active. The second feature, shown with dashed orange line, is most likely an artifact of the data, based on
CPT-29, which we believe plots incorrectly due to a surveying error. For additional information refer to text.
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Inferred break, with apparent down-to- Possible fault suggested by changes in soil
the-south vertical displacement required type at the depth of the Qm and Qom?
by inclusion of CPT-29. Panel B shows this units. An equally plausible interpretation
feature goes away if CPT-29 is not included. that does not require a fault in this area is

presented in Panel B.

Designation of the geologic units is based on a comparison of the CPT curves from this section with those of
other sections where cores provide direct evidence of the geologic sediments along the transect.
Uncertainties in the unit designations are indicated by the question (?) marks.

InterprEtatlon B: Interpretation after removing CPT-29. Note that many layers can now be

extended unbroken across the span between CPT-30 and CPT-28. This strongly suggests that CPT-29 plots
incorrectly, possibly due to surveying error, and should not be used to assess whether this area is underlain by

faults.
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Geologic Units Symbols

Qs: Argyle Sand
Qm: “Mud flow” unit

Qom: Older mud flow deposits with strongly developed paleosols

Qoa: Older Alluvium

10

CPT Log. Blue line is Cone Location of inferred
Resistance (qc in tsf). Green fault
line is Sleeve Friction (fs in tsf).

Inte rp retatlon C: In this interpretation, the section has been cut along the orange dashed line, and the

right-hand side of the section has been moved down along the cut so that the contact between the Qs and Qm unit
extends unbroken across the area between CPTs 30 and 28. When doing this, all other discrete beds at depth can now be
correlated across the break that we had to infer in Interpretation A. This indicates that the amount of vertical separation
of the units does not increase with depth. If the feature defined by the orange dashed line were a fault, the layers at

depth should not match across, even after the “correction” is made.
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Geologic Units Symbols

Qs: Cahuenga Sand
Qm: "Mud flow" unit

Qom: Older mud flow deposits with strongly developed paleosols

Qoa: Older Alluvium Location of interpreted

fault

Cross Section O - O

CPT Log. Blue line is Cone

Resistance (qc in tsf). Green
line is Sleeve Friction (fs in tsf).
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Geologic Units Symbols
Qs: Cahuenga Sand
Qm: "Mud flow" unit

Qom: Older mud flow deposits with strongly developed paleosols

Qoa: Older Alluvium Location of interpreted

fault.

Cross Section P - P!

CPT Log. Blue line is Cone

Resistance (qc in tsf). Green
line is Sleeve Friction (fs in tsf).
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